JMI 


| 


ANSWER 


Dr. SHERLOCK's EXAMINATION 


OF THE 
Oxford Decree: 
I N 


A Letter from a Member of that Uni- 
verfity, to his Friend in Loudon. 


The Second Edition , Correfted and Inlarged. 


Printed Anno Dom. 1696. 


—_—_— 


- 
. > R 
-_ 
- - py yu ſs 
+ vt, Te 0-4 £ & a flat I F - 
Fa - ” £ — » 6 - " 


(21 ] 


ANSWER 


Dr. SAERLOCK's Examination, &&c. 


Zan. 3. 1695. 
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SIR, 

S to what you ask, concerning Dr. Sher- 
locks Mode/? Examination of the Oxford 
Decree (as he calls1t:) ] have ſeen it; and find 

He 1s very Angry,and under great Miſtakes. 
He 1s ſet forth in the Frontiſpice, with 
h1s Titles at large, W/LLIAM SHER- 
LOCK, D.D. Dean of $. Paul's, Maſter of 
the Temple, and Chaplain in Ordinary to His 
eMaje/ty: And thinks inuch, that what he 
lays (though without naming him) ſhould be 
Cenſured, con/rdering his Profe/Jion,Chara@er, 


and Station in the Church, p. 2. 
B The 


[2 ] 

The Title he gives it, (and at which he 
quarels) Decretum Oxonienſe, or the Oxford 
Decree, 1s (for ought I know) a Title of his 
own. Sure, tis none of theirs who made it : 
who are therefore therein not concerned , 
whether 1t be, or be not, Decrezum Oxontenſe. 

Nor was he Named in 1t ; but onely a Ser- 
mon cenſured, which was Preached at Oxford 
by another Perſon. 1f Dr. Sherlock be of the 
ſame mind with that other Perſon ; that 1s 
not our fault. 

"Twas Printed (he ſays) in Latin in theje 
words, &c. True ; but not with that ſpei- 
ling. For inſtance » Prefeforum was not 
printed (once and again) with a fingle e, in- 
ſtead of Prefeftorum with an @2. 

And it was hoped, ſo great a Cr:z:ck, as he 
would be thought (pag. y.) might haye been 
able to ſpell true, when he had a printed 
Copy before him. 

He then fanfies (or would be thought to 
think) that ſome Malicrous Animadverter 
(p. I. 5.) had Tranſlated this Latin into Eng- 
lifh, for the Benefit and Edification of his Eng- 
{i/b Readers. 

, But that 1s one of his great Miſtakes. 
Twas printed at Oxford, both in Lazin and 
Engliſh, the ſame Day ; and by the ſame Au- 

thority ; 
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thority; (and 'tis believ'd, Dr. Sher/ock knows 
it was ;) And the Ere//b (as there printed) 1s 
as much an Original as the Lazmz ; (how 1t 1s 
Re-printed at London, I know not.) 

And, I doubt, the Animadverter (it he had 
done 1t) would rather have 1aid,It was tor the 
Benefit and Edijication of Dr. Sher lock, for 
fear he ſhould not have under/tood Latin. For 
: 1Sat this rate, they ule to talk to one ano- 
Tner. | 

It the Hawkers at London, have a it 
to be Re-printed, with a new 7 7z/e, and Notes 
upon 1t,(to make it ſell the better,) and put 1t 
into the Weekly Advertiſements, tor that 
purpoſe ; who can help it ? 

But the Crzz:ck. finds fault with the Latzz, 
as tranſere//ing the plain Rules of Grammar, 
in uſmg Forum jide: e> cure commaſſs , 
for ſu. 

Of that, let the Criticks judge. It com- 
mitted to Zhezr care, had been meant of them 
Forntly, ] think the word /u@ might haye 
been uſed; but when to be underſtood of 7hemnr 
Reſpedinely, I think eoram doth better. 

Sue cure comm, 18,1 plain Engliſh, com- 
mitted to their own care - But 1t 1s here to 
be underſtood, of the care of others; and, 
who thoſe others were, eorum was to 11g- 
nity, B 2 And 
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And I would fain know, by what plan 
Rule of Dr.Sherlock's Grammar (it he haye a 
Grammar) Forum may not be 1o uſed. 

_ But 1] would not adviſe Dr. Sher/ock to yen- 
ture too much at Criticiſm. I doubt his Ta- 
lent doth not lie that way. In what caſes we 
muſt uie ſue, and in what eorum, and 18 
- what we may inditterently ule ezZher ; better 
Criticks, than Dr. Sher/ock and 1, will not 
take upon them to determine. 

The pretended falſe Engi/h in that Remark, 
(whoſe ever it be) / may be Nvted, that the 
Propoſutons above-mentioned are Dr. Sher- 
lock's 2m his Diſcourſe of the Trinity ; and the 
Defender's of it (of that Diſcourſe;) and wrote 
again/t by the Antmadverter; 1 am yet to ſeck. 
I think 1t 1s true Eze/z/h. When Dr. Sherlock, 
tells us, where the bad Erg/z/b hes, let the 
Noter Anſwer it. The Vice-Chancellor and 
Heads of Houſes are not therein concerned. 
Mean while, I think his two Criticiſms, to 
be two Miſtakes. 

He tells us, 7he Decree of the Oxford Co- 
vocation, is indeed Decretum Oxonienſe, or 2 
Decree of the Univer/ity of Oxtord, (Be it ſo ;} 
but, not that of Zhe Heads of Colleges and 
Halls, Very true; Nor do they ay it 1s. 

But 
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But, it that would do him a Kindneſs, a 
Vote of Conyocation might have been had 
as ealily. For, as I do not hear, that any one 
diſlented, in the Meeting of Heads ; fo IT be- 


lieve there would have been as few in Convyo- 


cation, if it had been propoſed there. 
Some perhaps would rather have had it 


paſſed, not there only, but 27 Convocation : 


alſo ; but, if ſo, it was to pals there firſt, be- 
fore 1t came to Convocation. | 

But he ſays, p. 6. The Srarntes refer ſuch 
Cenſures, not to the Meeting of Heads, but to 


the Vice-Chancellor, and /tx Heads, Doftors of 


Divinity, and to one or both of the Profeſſors 
of Divinity. 

The word Heads in this laſt Clauſe, 1s a- 
nother of his Miſtakes. For it 1s not requi- 
fite, that the /iv Dodors of Divinity ſhould 
all be Heads of Houſes ; the Vice-Chancellor 
may as well adyiſe with other Doctors. 

But be it ſo ; there were at leaſt /v Heads 
of Houſes, Dofors of Divmity, and one or both 
of the two Profeſſors of Divinity. But 1s 1t 
there ſaid, He may not adviie with wore than 
/ix ? If inſtead of calling /x Heads, he call 


them All, is there any hurt in this ? Eſpeci- 


ally when they are all Unanimous * 


Bat. 
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But, he ſays, p. 3. they were not all pre- 

ſent. (Very good ! Before we had too many, 
now we have too few.) But all were warned; 
13nd if ſome chanced to be out of Town, it 
is but what would haye been in a Conyoca- 
tion. 
Some of the Wiſe/t Heads (he ſays) were 
Abſent, and ſome preſent Diſſented. That 
ſome were abſent, 1s very like : But, that any 
preſent did Diſſent, I have not heard; or, 
that any then ablent did diſlike the. Sentence 
when they heard it. 

t, if the Meeting of the Heads of Houſes 
16a Penerab an Authority ; he will (he 
lays) undertake, any day in the Tear, to pro- 
cure a Meeting of twice as many, as Wiſe and 
Learned Men, to cenſure their Decree. (Very 
modeſtly ipoken |! o doubt but he and his 
are Wiſe and Learned Men ; at leaſt, he 
thinks 1o. f 

But what are thoſe iſe and Learned Men 
to do ? 7o cenſure their Decree. 

Very good ! Perhaps they would (ſome of 
them, not many,) advile to put /u inſtead of 
eorum. But would thoſe Wie and Learned 
Men ſay (as he doth) That the three Perſons 
zn the Trinity,are three diſtinft Infinite Minds 
and Spirits, and three Individual Subſtances ? 

I doubt, 


| ET, 
I doubt, he would not find it ſo eaſy \ every 
Aay in the Year) to procure a Meeting of 
Tavice ſo many Wiſe and Learned Men, to ſay 
This. I do not find, that his New Do&rine 
doth make ſo many Proſelites. 

But , /uppo/mmg their Authority, he asks, 
How far their Authority extends ? 

I ſay, 1t it extend ſo far as to cenſure our 
own Members ; tis enough for our turn at 
preſent. Dr. Sher/ock, if he pleaſe, may keep 
out of their reach. 

And the words of the Statute be large e- 
nough, Hereticos, Schiſmaticos, & quoſcun- 
que alios mimus rete de fide Catholica, e&& 
Dottrina vel Diſciplina Ficleſue Anglicane 


entientes. ----- Utque tam Conciones quam [1- 
bri, quibus male-ſang opiniones propaganiuiur, 
cohibeantur. 


And this referred (with Dr. Sher/ock's good 
leave) Yice-Cancellar pudicio, afſidentibus 1p- 
/1 Prefedtis in ordinario ipſorum Conventu ; 
(in the Chapter De Authoritate e&& Officio 
Yice-Cancellari.) 

And, as to Sermons 1n particular, (in the 
Chapter De Offen/1wnis 9» DifJenſwnis mate- 
ria in Concionibus evitanda,) $1quis pro Conct- 
one aliqua, intra Univer/itatem ejuſue praecin- 
eaum habvita, quicquam Doftrine vel Diſciplh- 

ne 
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ne Eccleſia Anglicane publice recepte diſſo- 
num aut contrarium-----protuterit ; ſrve prot: 
lilſe ab ipſo Vice-Cancellario ſuſpefius, vel ab 
alio aliquo, rationabilem  ſuſpicionts cauſam af- 
 ferente, delatus fuerit ; the Vice-Chancellor 
or his Deputy 1s to proceed as 1s there direct- 
ed, Adhibito confilio ſex aliorum S. Theol. Do- 
forum, quorum unus /it $. Theologiee Profeſſor 
Rexins, [ar conciont interfuerit. 

But, becauſe Dr. Sherlock, (tho' he pretend 
to cite them) doth (p. 5.) confeſs he doth not 
know our Statutes ; I ſhall admit this excuſe 
of [enorance for his <Mz/takes ; Provided, he 
will forbear Zhus to talk of he knows not what, 

Now, as to what the Vice-Chancellor 1s 
thus to cenſure ; it may be preſum'd, that 
he (with the Advice afore-laid) 1s (in ſome 
meaſure) to make ſome Judgement cf it, in 
order to ſuch Cenſure. 

How far (out of the preſent caſe) they may 
aeclare and decree Hereſy, 1 1hall not take 
upon me to determine. 

A Judge, in his Ordinary Proceedings, tho' 
I think he is not to declare New Treaſons 
(beftdes thoſe enumerated in the Szarute of 
TTreaſons ;)- yet, when a Caſe is to be tried 
before him, 1 ſuppoſe, he may declare, Whe- 


ther he think the fa& in queſtion, to be 
Treaſon 
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Treaſon within that Statute. Burt, of this, Ict 
thoſe judge, whoſe buſineſs 1t 1s to under- 
ftand the Law. 

I conieſs alſo, that I do not take our S/4- 
7utes, to be the Law of the Land, (tor the 
whole Nation ;) But they be our {we (by 
which we are to proceed as to our own Mem- 
bers :) Ratified to us by the Arch-Bithop of 
Canterbury, under his Archiepiicopal Scat ; 
and by the King's Majeſty, under the great 
Seal of England. 

The Statute of 1. 7:2. 1s, T ſuppoſe, to be 
underitood of fuch Lega/ Convifiion or De- 
Jrnitive Sentence (1n order to Burning) as upon 


which (as the Law then ſtood) the Writ De 


Heretico comburendo, was of courle to fue. 
Which 1s not the preſent Calc. 

That the Paper of Complaint was figned 
but by Two ; ] beheve is true. But Ore had 
been enough. And the Vice-Chanceilor was 
latisficd, there needed no more. And there- 
fore did forbid the gathering of more Hands : 
Becauſe he meant to proceed Caimly, not Tu: 
multuouſly. (And, in fo doing, I think he did 
wiſely.) And it had been diſpatched | 1OoNer ; 
but that the Buſineſs of Entertaining the 
K 1NG, did retard it till that Solemnity was 
OVCT. , 

* {ut 


—— 
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But a main buſineſs of theſe Angry Papers, 
15, a Quarel between Dr. Sherlock, and, his 

nrrd11C10115 Animadverter, Dr. South. 

The Vice-Chancellor and Heads of Houles 
had ſaid nothing of Dr. Sher/ock; But had 
onely cenlured an offenſive Sermon, which 
they could not approve of; but might be 
ſuppoſed to do, if (when Preached to their 
Faces) they ſhewed no dulike of 1t. But Dr. 
Sherlock(whoſe Doctrine was the ſame) brings 
himſelf into the Quarel by a fide-wind. 

He firſt ſuppoſeth,Thar the Complaint was 
commenced by Dr. $$uth. Which 1s a mit- 

take; for the Sermon was complain d of, the 
ſame day 1t was Preached, or that following, 
before Dr. Souzh knew any thing of it ; being 
at that time far enough from Oxford. 

Then, That the Perſon who Preached it, 
was never /#ammoned or queſtioned for it, or 
his Name mentioned at the Meeting. Which 
is another miſtake; for, upon the firſt com- 
plaint, the perſon was ſummoned, and did 
appear, and did give his Anſwer in writing, 
with his Name ſubſcribed; owned the words; 
and ſaid, what he had to fay, in excuſe there- 
of: and this his Anfwer was communicated 
to the Heads of Houles. 


Next, 
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Next, That their Cenſure was min az: 
only; whereas it was Originally in Ezg/:/b 
allo. 

Then, That it was 7ran/lated by his Ma- 
ticions Antmadverter : when as there was no 
ſuch rhatter. 

That He cauſed it to be Re-prin ted at 
London; That,there, He gave 1t a notable / tle, 
That He made the motable Remarks in the Polt- 
{ſcript ; That, when He had Railed himſelf out 
of Breath,he called for a Decretum Oxonienſe 
to help ſum; which was the wiſe/? thing he 
could do. That Dr. South f/ollicited the Cauſe 
with ſuch Zeal and Imporiunity, as could not 
be re/iſted; That He triumphs in it ; That 
He Publiſhed it in one of the weekly Pr ants ; 
and much more to the lame purpolc. 

Now, 1f you ask, How he knows - this * 
His proof 1s, of may be ſuppoſed, or It 
eaſy to gueſs, P. 

Now, much lf this we know to be talle. 
And if we ſhould add, {t may be ſuppoſed, 
that the reſt 13 fo too; would not this be as 
200d a Proof ? 

Or, 1t 1t ſhould be laid, That Dr. Sherlock 
being Batftled by Dr. S9uzh, and having Raz/- 
ed to no purpole, got a Young man to Preach 
his Doctrine in the face of the Univertity, 

C43 (which 
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(which happened, for his purpoſe, as if it had 
beds contrived ; ) that in caſe, as was hoped, 
the Univeriity had taken 1t patiently; he 
might have g/oried, That the Univerlity of 
Oxford found no fault with his Doctrine. 
Which might /1r1/b him with new 4Opicks 
of Railing and Trinmphing - Would nor, {7 7 
may be ſuppojed, do as well here? Only. we 
_— fay, {t happened Luckily for his pur- 
poſe ; but rather Unluckely. 

But be this as 1t will: Let the Two Doctors 
agree that Point amongſt themſelves; or 
let the Auzmadverter and the Defender aght 
it out. The Decree (as he calls 1t) names ne1- 
ther ; but only Cenſures a third Perſon. 

That this Perſon 2vas not ſummoned, 15 not 
true. Summoned he was; and had given in 
his Anſwer, in Writing, under his hand; and 
upon that Anſwer the Vice-Chancellor and 
Heads of Houles did proceed. They did Con- 
demn the Doctrine ; and forbid the Preaching 
't; by him orany other. 

Why they were ſo kind as to proceed ng 
farther againſt him ; many reaſons may be 
alleged. He had (while the buſineſs was C-- 
pending) quitted theUniverſity, and was gone; 
And, twas hoped (being a Young man) he 
would be more wary ; and ayoid the like, for 


the future. And 
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And it Dr. Sherlock would, in time, have 
done the like, I think he had done better : 
and I believe the beſt of his Friends think ſo 
too. When he had let fall fome unw ary Ex- 
preſſions, and not juſtifiable ; he might have 
retracted them, with as little diſcredit as he 
has done ſome other. And 77 would be the 
Wiſest thing he could do. 

What are the thouſand Jacobite Stories he 
talks of (p. I.) I know not : ' Whether now 
he be or be not a JO Whether he ave 
or have not been; or, Whether [ometime he 
have and pinot have not ; is nothing to 
this purpoſe ? 

If he will ſtill infift upon it, that # a Per- 
ſou be a Mind, a Spirit, a Subſtance ; then 


three Perſozs muſt be Three diſtin Minds, 


Spirits, and Sub/{auces, P.18. (as dit as 
Adam and Abel, 7nough 107 ſeparate, Þ. 20.) 
he knows 1t will not be allow 'd him: Becauſe 
Mind, mm S1b/tance, are (in their proper 
fienification) Abſolute ; ; but Perjon (nts. 
proper 1ignification) 1s a Relative T erm. 

It Dr. Sherlock were Dean of Paul s, Dean 
of Wind/or, and Dean of WYe/tmin/ter ; ihonld 
we thence arguc, That, ſince a Dean 1s a Maw. 
2n eAimal, a wub/tance ; therefore, becauſe 
of three Diſliatt, Subſtantionl Deaneries, they 

be 
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be (or he is) three dy/ttntt Men, three di/tintt 
Animals, and three di/tintt Subſtances? 1] 
think not. Becauſe. eMan, Animal, Sub- 
Fance, are terms Ab/ol/ute, but Dean is Rela- 
zive, And the ſame Abſolute Berg, may ad- 
mit (without being multiphed) many Re/a- 
trve Predicates. 

T ſhould rather ſay, that Dr. Sher/ock 
would (in ſuch caſe) ſuſtain zbree Perſons, 
without being three Men , three Animals, 
or three Sub/tances. 

Yet this is not Sabe/lzaniſm ; For, though 
Dean of Paul's, be a Relative Name; vet 1t 1s 
not merely an Empty Name ; but doth im- 
port a Sub/tantial Dignity, as the Ground of 
that Relation; and a Sub/7antial Man as the 


Subjeft of That, as well as of his Other Re- . 


lations. 

And this hath been told him {ſo often, that 
we cannot think the Dean ſo Dull, as not to 
Apprehend the Diſtinion ; but ſo wilful, as 
that he ſcorns to own 1t: But would ſtil] 
have us think, that eMmd, Spirit, Perſon, 
are terins Equivalent ; ; (and therefore jum- 
bles them together as ſuch ;) which will not 
be admitted. 

Or, if they be equivalent ; why cannot he 
content himſelf with ( what .i is generally re- 

Ce1y 
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ceived) three Perſons, but muſt impoſe upon 
us his New Terms of Three Diſtinct ends, 
Three Diſtinct Sprrzizs, and Three Diſtin& 
S4b/tances? But Scorn and Flouncing will 
not carry 1t off. 

The Conſequence will hold more ſtrongly, 
thus, If an [177nte Eternal e Mind or Spirit 
be God ; Then Three D/71utt Infinite Eternal 
Minds or Spirits, are 7hree Gods. (For, here, 
the Terms are all .2b/o/uze, not Relatzve.) 
Andif to maintain ( 9&/77natety) That there 
be Three Gods ; ( that 1s, Three Eternal [n- 
Fruite e Minds or Sprerits ; ) be not Hereſy, 
What 1s ? 

It ſeems to me, but:a New Trick, to play 
the Game into the Sczn7ans hand; By grant- 
ing to them (their darling Notion) that To 
attirm, he Father, Son, and Holy-Ghv/t, to be 
Three Per/ons of which each zs God ; 1s the 
fame as to affirm that they are 7hree Gods. 
Which we mult not allow. 

It St. Hilary have ſometime called them 
tres ſubſtantias ; he may know, that /ub/Zantia 
was at that time an ambiguous term, and 

taken ſomctimes as the Lat word for Hy- 
PoYtafſrs, and ſometimes for Ou/ra. For which 
reafon the 7.4t:nes were, for ſome time, ſhy 
of admitting the term Hypo/za/rs, leaſt it 
ſhould 
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ſhould be thought to imply the ſame with 
$1b/tantia, in the lame fenſe with Ou/12. 

And he might have underitood from his 
own Cization, P. 38. that, by Sub/ance, 1s 
there meant Sub/ tence. Tres Sub/tantias eſſe 
dixerunt ; Subſiltentium Perſonas, per Sub- 
/[tantias , edocentes. That is, (by his own 
Tranſlation) They ſaid there were three Sub- 
/[tances; meaning thereby, three Sub/i/ting 
Perſons. 

But when as now (for ſome Ages) it 1s a- 
greed (for prevention of Ambiguity) in the 
one ſenſe, to lay Sub/zance, and in the other 
S2b/i/tence ; 1t 1s not now the ſame to call 
them Zhree ſ/ub$tances (in contradiſtinEtion to 
three /ub/iStences) as then it was, while the 
word was uſed Ambiguoully in both ſenſes. 


This, IT {uppoſe, may ſatisfy you, (fo far 
as concerns the Vice-Chancellor and Heads * 
of Houſes; ) 1t it will not ſatisfy Dr. Sher- 
och, let Him and the Animadyerter diſpute 
IT OUL. 


Yours, 9c. 
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